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thinking I am going to trust this per-
son on the other side of the aisle who
has never been to Fresno, I guarantee
it, to know how to solve problems in
my community. By the way, midnight
basketball would not work there—and
not trust the people, the good people
that are really on the frontlines trying
to solve the problems, and to trust
them to do it, and I mean I do not even
know enough about how to solve crime
in Fresno.

What I do is I rely on the people that
the citizens of those communities
elected to solve those problems and
give them every resource that I can
unencumbered, and it is this basic mis-
trust that is why I wanted to give that
argument. It is that basic mistrust of
local and State officials is what the
problem the other side of the aisle has.

Mr. EHRLICH. Let alone the private
sector; G-d forbid we would trust the
private sector.

In fact, and I do not think the gen-
tleman from California saw this, just
the roofers in my district, just one
small industry in the Second Congres-
sional District in Maryland, sent to me
50 pages of petitions asking me to sup-
port House Bill 450. Can you imagine if
we magnify, if we multiply, this times
all the small business people in this
country who are crying out for help
who cannot afford to hire a lawyer to
represent them in an administrative
action or a legal proceeding or cannot
afford the plane fare to come here in
Washington and plead their case?

I know the gentleman from Califor-
nia wants to comment on this, but it
seems to me that we need House Bill
450. We need the moratorium. Let us
inventory all these regulations. We are
not saying they are all bad; some are
absolutely required. We have built in
emergency exceptions, as the gen-
tleman will recall from the debate last
week. We need cost-benefit analysis
and risk assessment. Since when did
this become such a radical thought?
When did looking at the relative costs
and looking at the relative benefits, in
addition to the absolute risk that a
particular regulation brings into ques-
tion, when did that become such a radi-
cal thought in this government?
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I think the gentleman will also agree
that the Regulatory Flexibility Act,
House Bill 926 we debated today with
respect to judicial review, is an idea
whose time has come; paperwork re-
duction on the floor last week, is an
idea whose time has come, making it
stronger; and, of course, private prop-
erty protection. Since when did the
idea that government should pay for
infringing on your right, your constitu-
tional right, to enjoy your own private
property, when did that become a radi-
cal thought in this country, I would
ask the gentleman?

Mr. RADANOVICH. If the gentleman
will yield, I guess I want to respond by
saying that we on this side of the aisle,
the gentleman from Maryland and I,
are both freshmen, we are new here,

but everybody on this side of the aisle
has been accused of hating mom and
kids and apple pie and dogs and every-
thing else. The point that we are try-
ing to get across to the American peo-
ple is that we have more resources to
solve problems if they depend less on
435 elected officials and begin to de-
pend more on the thousands of elected
officials all across the land. That is
when we will start getting regulation
that makes sense, and people will begin
respecting this body once we begin to
respect other elected officials on the
local level to do the right thing. Be-
cause I have no question, I am here to
do the right thing, and I do not ques-
tion any other Member of this House to
say that they are not doing the right
thing, because I believe they are. But
the fact of the matter is we have got to
begin to trust in the elected system
and that the people that sent us here
also sent other people to other posts
and we can allow them to have the re-
sponsibility to do their jobs, and keep-
ing tax dollars in districts.

Mr. EHRLICH. I think the gentleman
makes a good point. No one questions
motive.

Mr. RADANOVICH. I get tired of
hearing I hate apple pie, mom, and
kids.

Mr. EHRLICH. It is fear mongering.
you see it played out time and time
again in the national politics everyday
that we have the Contract With Amer-
ica on the floor of this House. Because
the problem is, and I think some people
either do not want to admit this, they
still deny it, they do not want to
confront it, is that the American peo-
ple voted for fundamental change in
this country on November 8th. And we
are here, me and you, we are a tangible
result of that change. And it is not a
partisan issue, but it is a conservative
issue. The people that the American
people sent to this House this time are
willing to challenge the fundamental
assumptions that this Government and
this House in fact has operated under
for the last 40 years. We are ready to
return power to the states, we are
ready to return power to the local gov-
ernments, and we are ready to return
power to the people. That is what we
campaigned on, and that is what we in-
tend to deliver, Madam Speaker. I
know the gentleman from California
has a lot of anecdotes he would like to
share.

Mr. RADANOVICH. I think I got my
point across. I just needed to say that.
I think American needs to hear the
fact we are here trying to do some
good, and I think we are. But until we
start relying on other people in this
country, you know, it is going to get
worse.

Mr. EHRLICH. It is that concept of
personal responsibility.

Madam Speaker, we appreciate the
opportunity to talk about this issue to-
night, and we will at this point yield
back the remainder of our time.

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED

By unanimous consent, permission to
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders
heretofore entered, was granted to:

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. KLINK) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material:)

Mr. KLINK, for 5 minutes, today.
Mr. SKAGGS, for 5 minutes, today.
Mr. MILLER of California, for 5 min-

utes, today.
Mr. BROWDER, for 5 minutes, today.
Mr. TOWNS, for 5 minutes, today.
Ms. KAPTUR, for 5 minutes, today.
Mr. OWENS, for 5 minutes, today.
(The following Members (at the re-

quest of Mr. HAYWORTH) to revise and
extend their remarks and include ex-
traneous material:)

Mr. BRYANT of Tennessee, for 5 min-
utes, today.

Mr. WELDON of Florida, for 5 minutes
each day, on March 1, 2, and 3.

Mr. GRAHAM, for 5 minutes, today.
Mrs. SEASTRAND, for 5 minutes,

today.
Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN, for 5 minutes, on

March 2.
Mr. KIM, for 5 minutes, on March 3.
Mr. KINGSTON, for 5 minutes, today.
Mr. HEFLEY, for 5 minutes, on March

2.
Mr. HAYWORTH, for 5 minutes, today.
Mr. FOX of Pennsylvania, for 5 min-

utes, today.
Mr. SMITH of Michigan, for 5 minutes,

on March 2.
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EXTENSION OF REMARKS

By unanimous consent, permission to
revise and extend remarks was granted
to:

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. KLINK) and to include ex-
traneous matter:)

Mr. MINETA.
Mr. HAMILTON.
Mr. VISCLOSKY.
Mr. ANDREWS of New Jersey.
Mrs. MALONEY.
Mr. DELLUMS.
Mr. CARDIN.
Ms. WOOLSEY.
Ms. ESHOO.
Ms. DANNER.
Mr. KLECZKA.
Mr. BRYANT of Texas.
Mr. UNDERWOOD.
Mr. POSHARD.
Mr. BECERRA.
Mr. FOGLIETTA.
Mr. NADLER.
Mrs. COLLINS of Illinois.
(The following Members (at the re-

quest of Mr. HAYWORTH) and to include
extraneous matter:)

Mr. ARCHER.
Mr. HOUGHTON.
Mr. GILMAN.
Mr. ROGERS.
Mrs. SEASTRAND.
Mr. MYERS of Indiana.
Mr. PETRI.
Mr. SOLOMON.
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